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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
9/4/2009 has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-15 and 31-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Quiachon et al. (5,769,885) in view of Summers (5,607,445) and 
Anderson et al. (5,647,857). Quiachon et al. disclose a deployment system for a 
bifurcated graft where the main vessel portion is oriented distal relative to the branch 
vessel portions (see figures 7 and 30). The deployment system further includes an 
outer sheath (160) and an inner core (54) with a distal tip (80). Branch vessel restraints 
(132 and 202) hold the branch vessel portions and a main vessel restraint (93) holds the 
main vessel. An RO marker (166) is disposed on the outer sheath. 
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4. However, Quiachon et al. do not disclose the entire prosthesis is support by a 
stent. Attention is drawn to Summers, who teaches a stent that can have a graft over its 
entire length (see column 1 1 , lines 33-36) to provide support to a continuous length of 
diseased vessel. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to have supported the entire graft of Quiachon et 
al. with stents, instead of just the ends, to provide support for the vessel over the entire 
length of the prosthesis. 

5. Further, the combination of Quiachon et al. and Summers fails to disclose the 
restraints cover the entire graft portions and are peelable with a release element. 
Attention is drawn to Anderson et al. who teach the use of a peelable sheath (restraint) 
over an entire length of a graft with a release element (30, see figures 1 and 2) to allow 
the sheath to be peeled away from the graft instead of slid or displaced axially to 
prevent the retraction of the sheath from displacing or distorting the graft during 
deployment. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have made the restraints of the device of Quiachon 
et al. in view of Summers peelable and covering the entire length of the graft, as taught 
by Anderson et al., to prevent the retraction of the sheath from displacing or distorting 
the graft during deployment. Having the entire length of the graft portions of the 
combination of Quiachon et al. and Summers covered with restraints is desirable 
because the entire lengths have stents disposed therein (as set forth above), which 
would need to be restrained to prevent premature expansion. 



Application/Control Number: 10/722,367 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3731 

6. Regarding claim 33, Examiner considers it obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to locate where the connection between the release element and peelable restraint 
is located. Such a change from the distal to proximal end (or vice-versa) is merely 
rearrangement of parts. It has been held that rearranging parts of an invention involves 
only routine skill in the art. In re Japikse, 86 USPQ 70. 

Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 and 10 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ryan J. Severson whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 3142. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday 8:30-5:00. 

9. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Anhtuan Nguyen can be reached on (571) 272-4963. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 

273- 8300. 
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10. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Ryan J. Severson/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3731 
11/6/09 

/(Jackie) Tan-Uyen T. Ho/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3773 



